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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 5-7 and 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Outlaw (US Patent 4,464,906) in view of Tatsutani et al. (US Patent 5,459,944). 

3. Outlaw teaches an apparatus for drying fingernails comprising a housing with 
side walls 26, front wall 25, back wall 27, bottom 24, and top 28; an enclosure 30 for 
inserting a hand or foot; means for cooling air 18; blowers 14 and 16 and motor 12 for 
directing the drying air to the nails; power means 42; activating means 98; and 
temperature sensor 80 that sets and controls the temperature of the air being blown 
onto the nails. Outlaw does not teach a heating means, a timer, or a motion sensor to 
activate and stop the blowers. Tatsutani et al. teaches a similar apparatus for blowing 
air onto hands comprising housing 6, enclosure 5 for receiving human hands, nozzles 
31 and 32 with heaters for blowing warm air onto the hands, and motion sensors 25 
connected to timers for activating the biowers when the sensors 25 detect human hands 
and stopping the blowers when a certain time period has passed. Note column 5, line 
47- column 6, line 12 and Figures 1 and 3. As Tatsutani et al. teaches that heaters, 
sensors, and timers in hand treating apparatus lead to more efficient, effective, and 
sanitary treatment, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
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incorporate such elements into the hand treating apparatus of Outlaw. Regarding claim 
6, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural 
difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. See In re Casey, 152 USPQ 235 
(CCPA 1967) and In re Otto, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). Regarding claim 7, 
such limitations would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art since it has 
been held that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, 
discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In re 
Alter, 105 USPQ 233. 

4. Claims 8, 12, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Outlaw and Tatsutani et al. as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 above, and further in 
view of Barnes (US Patent 6,405,387). 

5. Outlaw, as modified by Tatsutani et al., does not teach supplying sanitizing 
means with a timer. Barnes teaches a similar treating apparatus comprising enclosure 
10 with sensor 40 coupled to timer 38 for activating sanitizing means 28. Note column 
4, lines 4-17. As Barnes teaches that a sanitizer activated by a timer will efficiently and 
effectively kill germs left behind after treatment, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the treating apparatus of Outlaw, as modified by 
Tatsutani et al., with the sanitizing timer of Barnes. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Rubin, Bloom, and Nafziger et al. teach similar apparatus. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kathryn S. O'Malley whose telephone number is 
(703)308-2844. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:30-5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ira Lazarus can be reached on (703)308-1935. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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